Dioxin Ratio (unitless)

0.800

0.700

0.600

0.500

0.400

0.300

0.200

0.100

Lower Passaic River Restoration Project

0.000
50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400
2,3,7,8-TCDD Concentration (ug/kg)
s @ Example Two-End-Member Figure 6-12
i Mixing Curve
IXIng September 2008




Dioxin Ratio (unitless)

0.800

0.700

0.600

0.500

0.400

0.300

0.200

0.100

0.000
0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06
23781C5D Ugikg
Example Mixing Curve With Figure 6-13
Reciprocal Concentration September 2008

Lower Passaic River Restoration Project




0.8

i 9.9 . i
] 1 152 L
07 %) A -
: ‘\ § \ :
— .\\“ =3
@ 2 1 Lower Passaic" Newark Bay :
s | River / 47 RM 0 to -6 I
5 1 RMOto7 / -
= 08 -
5 i ?
14 i L
£ 1 -
3 04 - ~
a ) i
. ] I
N .
g ] 2.7 Lower Passaic River L
1 -0.7 Newark Bay I
02 — Included in Regression ~N =
] = 0.73-0.60 Mixing Curve e i
1 == (.73-0.60 Mixing Curve K -
0.1 ] == ().73-0.60 Mixing Curve B
7 — -0.73-0.12 Mixing Curve L
| Dioxin Ratio = 0.386 - 0.280*log(Fe/2,3,7,8-TCDD) R®= 0.95%— I
O T T T T T T | T T T T T T T T ‘ T T T
0.1 1 10
Fel2,3,7,8 TCDD (ug/kg)
@@ > Dioxin Results and Two-End-Member Figure 6-14
0 Mixing Curve for the Lower Passaic River September 2008
. Lower Passaic River Restoration Project




0.8

07 - -
ol . -
2 1 Lower Passaic Newark Bay -
L 1 River / RM 0 to -6 I
5 1 RMOQto7 4 -
o 05 - -
i; i ?
14 g I
£ - :
S 04 - -
= ] I
o 1 I
& 03 - _ -
M~ . . . L

- . 2.7 Lower Passaic River -0. L
(e}
i -0.7 Newark Bay I

02 - Included in Regression L

i == (.73-0.60 Mixing Curve 4 i
. == ().73-0.60 Mixing Curve ~ -
01 == (0.73-0.60 Mixing Curve B
B — - 0.73-0.12 Mixing Curve L
| Dioxin Ratio = 0.386 - 0.280*l0g(Fe/2,3,7,8-TCDD) R’= 0.957— I

O T T T T T T ‘ T T T T T T T T | T T T
0.1 1 10

Fe/2,3,7,8 TCDD (ug/kg)
@B > Dioxin Results and Multiple Mixing Curves for Figure 6-15
@ the Lower Passaic River and Newark Bay September 2008

Lower Passaic River Restoration Project




Legend

. Upper Passaic River
. Saddle River

I:l Second River/SWO

.Third River
. Cso

. Newark Bay
Northern End

. Resuspension (Lower
Passaic River)

Solid Contribution to the Lower Passaic River for Non Iron-
Normalized Scenario

Lower Passaic River Restoration Project

Figure 19-1

September 2008




[]

[]

0.500

0.250

0.000

-0.250

-0.500

o0l

aualld
aualAd(po-g‘z‘T)ouapui
auayjuelon|4

auasAuyd
aualAd(e)ozuag
auadeiyiue(e)zuag
g0d [e10L

daaolreioL
aaol-8'Le'e
3aa-v'y

(suen) ewwreb ‘suepiolyd
wniwped

pes’

Anala

uoJ|

wniwoly

Jladdo)

[S19IN

oulz

1eqo)d

Jlussly

Figure 19-2

September 2008

Percent fit to the Lower Passaic River for Non Iron-Normalized
Scenario

Lower Passaic River Restoration Project

US Army Corp (),
of Enginears .




Legend

. Upper Passaic River
.Saddle River

I:l Second River/SWO

.Third River
. Cso

. Newark Bay
Northern End

. Resuspension (Lower
Passaic River)

Solid Contribution to the Lower Passaic River for Iron-Normalized

Lower Passaic River Restoration Project

Figure 19-3

September 2008




1.000

0.750
0.500
0.250 B
0.000 = '—'l_l = |_||_||_||_|I_|;'I_I|_|
-0.250
-0.500
-0.750
-1.000
O = Q o o c —~ L
g2 8 g 3 g E S s ¥ 5 2 o a a ©
o 2 N © a = = 3} g g 8 [a) @) O a
< O < S o Q g = S i = I
S = 8 © < ) T =
O © £ ~ 3 =
: 5 P
o (q\]
o
c
]
e
S
=
O
5 G,,, ’ Percent fit to the Lower Passaic River for Iron-Normalized Figure 19-4
:W Scenario
U September 2008

Lower Passaic River Restoration Project




Legend

. Upper Passaic River
.Saddle River

I:l Second River/SWO

.Third River
. Cso

. Newark Bay
Northern End

. Resuspension (Lower
Passaic River)

Solid Contribution to the Lower Passaic River for the Length-
Weighted Average Scenario

Lower Passaic River Restoration Project

Figure 19-5

September 2008




Legend

. Upper Passaic River
.Saddle River
|:|Second River/SWO

.Third River

. CSo

. Newark Bay
Northern End

. Resuspension (Lower
Passaic River)

Mercury Contribution to the Lower Passaic River for Non Iron-
normalized Scenario

Lower Passaic River Restoration Project

Figure 19-6

September 2008




Legend

. Upper Passaic River
.Saddle River

|:|Second River/SWO

.Third River
. Cso

. Newark Bay
Northern End

. Resuspension (Lower
Passaic River)

Mercury Contribution to the Lower Passaic River for Iron-
normalized Scenario

Lower Passaic River Restoration Project

Figure 19-7

September 2008




100

=
o

i
Ll

©
=

2,3,7,8-TCDD Concentration (ug/kg)
o
o
=

0.001

0.0001

Source Concentration of 2,3,7,8-TCDD

Lower Passaic River
Target Concentration
(RM2 to 12)

1

Cso

Saddle River
Third River
Newark Bay
Northern End
1995 0-6 inch
Surface Sediment

Ll
Second River/SWO* }7
R RARI

Upper Passaic River

Mass Balance for 2,3,7,8-TCDD

Legend
T Maximum
75% quartile

Median

25% quartile
~|— Minimum

(o) .
P Outliers

-~ ~~Mean * 2 standard
-~ ~ ~errors

Notes

*: Second River Results
are used to represent
the SWOs. (see
Chapter 18 for
explanation)

. Upper Passaic River
. Saddle River

|:| Second River/SWO
. Third River

. CSO

Newark Bay

Northern End
Resuspension (Lower
Passaic River)

s Source Concentration and Mass Balance for
’*‘w}l‘%" 2,3,7,8-TCDD
- Lower Passaic River Restoration Project

Figure 19-8

September 2008




oo Soqrce Con‘centratl‘on of thal Tetrg—dlomec, 7 Legend
] i T Maximum
- | o | 75% quartile
2 10 4 =
= ] g F
S 1 ° ot :
.g 1 Lower Passaic River o L Medlan
B b Concentration E A
% L fiaSri ié i J_ 25% quartile
é ;ﬁ:::::::::,:::::::::::%::::::: : iﬁ 77777 Minimum
5 ] i i O Huti
L utliers
. . |
g ] E—— %} I [~ ~~Mean * 2 standard
0.01 L L L -~ ~ "errors
] L Notes
0.001 = = - = 5 - = *: Second River Results
& & = z 8 8 & g2 are used to represent
e 2 B 2 5 23 the SWOs. (see
a ‘f‘; & i L5 ] g Chapter 18 for
o ° 2 s .
- 2 + explanation)
g S @
o Q
_______ o T
Mass Balance for Total Tetra-dioxins Legend o
. Upper Passaic River
. Saddle River
|:| Second River/SWO
. Third River
. CSsO
Newark Bay
Northern End
Resuspension (Lower
Passaic River)
o Source Concentration and Mass Balance for Figure 19-9
9“3';:‘?” Total Tetra-dioxins
- Lower Passaic River Restoration Project September 2008




Source Concentration of Total PCBs

Upper Passaic River

CSO

Saddle River|
Second River/SWO*
Third River

Newark Bay
Northern End

1995 0-6 inch
Surface Sediment

Mass Balance for Total PCBs

100,000 — r
(]

10,000 E o E
S ] Lower Passaic River 2 [
B3 Target Concentration fe) r
g RM2 to 12 L
TJJ/ L
g e
o 1,000 =
© ] C
P 1 - ﬁ i

= — f
100 - E
10

Legend
T Maximum
75% quartile

Median

25% quartile
~|— Minimum

(o) .
P Outliers

-~ ~~Mean * 2 standard
-~ ~ ~errors

Notes

*: Second River Results
are used to represent
the SWOs. (see
Chapter 18 for
explanation)

. Upper Passaic River

. Saddle River

|:| Second River/SWO

. Third River

. CSO

Newark Bay

Northern End
Resuspension (Lower
Passaic River)

Source Concentration and Mass Balance for
Total PCBs

Lower Passaic River Restoration Project

Figure 19-10

September 2008




Source Concentration of Benzo[a]pyrene
| | | | | |

100,000

Lower Passaic River
Target Concentration
RM2to 12

Benzo[a]pyrene Concentration (ug/kg)
I
I
M ‘
I
I

Legend
T Maximum
75% quartile

Median

25% quartile
~|— Minimum

(o) .
P Outliers

-~ ~~Mean * 2 standard
-~ ~ "errors

100

Upper Passaic River|
Saddle River
Second River/SWO*
Third River

CSO

Newark Bay
Northern End

1995 0-6 inch
Surface Sediment

Mass Balance for Benzo[a]pyrene

Notes

*: Second River Results
are used to represent
the SWOs. (see
Chapter 18 for
explanation)

. Upper Passaic River

. Saddle River

|:| Second River/SWO

. Third River

. CSO

Newark Bay

Northern End
Resuspension (Lower
Passaic River)

Source Concentration and Mass Balance for
Benzo[a]pyrene

Lower Passaic River Restoration Project

Figure 19-11

September 2008




Source Concentration of Fluoranthene
100,000 | | | | | |

o Lower Pasaic River
Target Concentration

Q
@]
10,000 - g RM2 to 12 g -
- | — L . e T

Fluoranthene Concentration (ug/kg)
: T
I
I
I
I
I
H
I
I
I
{
[l
I
o
I
I
_‘—
I

100

CSO

Upper Passaic River
Saddle River
Second River/SWO*
Third River

Newark Bay
Northern End

1995 0-6 inch
Surface Sediment

Mass Balance for Fluoranthene

Legend
T Maximum
75% quartile

Median

25% quartile
~|— Minimum

(o) .
P Outliers

-~ ~~Mean * 2 standard
-~ ~ "errors

Notes

*: Second River Results
are used to represent
the SWOs. (see
Chapter 18 for
explanation)

. Upper Passaic River

. Saddle River

|:| Second River/SWO

. Third River

. CSO

Newark Bay

Northern End
Resuspension (Lower
Passaic River)

Source Concentration and Mass Balance for

Figure 19-12

Fluoranthene

September 2008

Lower Passaic River Restoration Project




Source Concentration of 4,4’-DDE
| | | |

1,000

Q00 OO

Lower Passaic River
Target Concentration

100 RM2 to 12

4,4'-DDE Concentration (ug/kg)

1

Legend
T Maximum
75% quartile

Median

25% quartile
~|— Minimum

(o) .
P Outliers

-~ ~~Mean * 2 standard
-~ ~ ~errors

CsoO

Upper Passaic River
Saddle River
Second River/SWO*
Third River

Newark Bay
Northern End

1995 0-6 inch
Surface Sediment

Mass Balance for 4,4'-DDE

Notes

*: Second River Results
are used to represent
the SWOs. (see
Chapter 18 for
explanation)

. Upper Passaic River
. Saddle River

|:| Second River/SWO
. Third River

. CSO

Newark Bay

Northern End
Resuspension (Lower
Passaic River)

Source Concentration and Mass Balance for
4.4'-DDE

Lower Passaic River Restoration Project

Figure 19-13

September 2008




Source Concentration of Chlordane (gamma, trans)

1,000 | | | | | |

=
o
o

I
{

B Lower Passaic River o
Target Concentration
RM2to 12

=
o
T

Chlordane (gamma) (ug/kg)

CSO

Upper Passaic River|
Saddle River
Second River/SWO*|
Third River

Newark Bay
Northern End"
1995 0-6 inch |
Surface Sediment‘

Mass Balance for Chlordane (gamma)

Legend
T Maximum
75% quartile

Median

25% quartile
~|— Minimum

(o) .
P Outliers

-~ ~~Mean * 2 standard
-~ ~ "errors

Notes
*Second River Results

are used to represent
the SWOs. (see
Chapter 18 for
explanation)

*Robinson (2002)

. Upper Passaic River

. Saddle River

|:| Second River/SWO

. Third River

. CSO

Newark Bay

Northern End
Resuspension (Lower
Passaic River)

Source Concentration and Mass Balance for
Chlordane (gamma)

Lower Passaic River Restoration Project

Figure 19-14

September 2008




Source Concentration of Copper
| | | |

1,000

!
1 Outlier (2,470 mglkg) ‘

0 OC
T

Lower Passaic River
Target Concentration
RM2 to 12

100

Copper Concentration (mg/kg)

o)

O

10

Upper Passaic River

Saddle River
Second River/SWO*
Third River

CSO

Newark Bay
Northern End

1995 0-6 inch
Surface Sediment|

Mass Balance for Copper

Legend

T Maximum
75% quartile

Median

25% quartile

~|— Minimum

(o) .
P Outliers

-~ ~~Mean * 2 standard
-~ ~ ~errors

Notes

*: Second River Results
are used to represent
the SWOs. (see
Chapter 18 for
explanation)

. Upper Passaic River

. Saddle River

|:| Second River/SWO

. Third River

. CSO

Newark Bay

Northern End
Resuspension (Lower
Passaic River)

Source Concentration and Mass Balance for
Copper

Lower Passaic River Restoration Project

Figure 19-15

September 2008




Source Concentration of Chromium
| | | | |

1,000

[eX ]

Lower Passaic River
B Target Concentration
RM2to 12

0

Chromium Concentration (mg/kg)

Legend

T Maximum
75% quartile

Median

25% quartile
~|— Minimum

(o) .
P Outliers

-~ ~~Mean * 2 standard
-~ ~ ~errors

| .
1 Outlier (7.9 mg/kg) A)
I

10 ‘

— 3 * = o >U (4
g g 5 g 2 22 &5
[ & = & 8] = £
2] o Q o = o ©B
T 5 ) = S o> @
0 o > = SE (%)
4] @ = = 5 Iy
© on o z =z 88
a o 38
— c =
g 8 3
[oX o} n
=} n

Mass Balance for Chromium

Notes

*: Second River Results
are used to represent
the SWOs. (see
Chapter 18 for
explanation)

. Upper Passaic River
. Saddle River

|:| Second River/SWO

. Third River

. CSO

Newark Bay

Northern End
Resuspension (Lower
Passaic River)

Source Concentration and Mass Balance for
Chromium

Lower Passaic River Restoration Project

Figure 19-16

September 2008




Source Concentration of Mercury
| | | |

100

=
o

DOO

Lower Passaic River
Target Concentration
RM2 to 12

Mercury Concentration (mg/kg)
=

cOo

1

Legend
T Maximum
75% quartile

Median

25% quartile
~|— Minimum

(o) .
P Outliers

-~ ~~Mean * 2 standard
-~ ~ ~errors

0.01

Cso

Upper Passaic River
Saddle River
Second River/SWO*
Third River

Newark Bay
Northern End

1995 0-6 inch
Surface Sediment

Mass Balance for Mercury

Notes

*: Second River Results
are used to represent
the SWOs. (see
Chapter 18 for
explanation)

. Upper Passaic River
. Saddle River

|:| Second River/SWO

. Third River

. CSO

Newark Bay

Northern End
Resuspension (Lower
Passaic River)

Source Concentration and Mass Balance for
Mercury

Lower Passaic River Restoration Project

Figure 19-17

September 2008




Source Concentration of Lead
| | | |

1,000

Ll
oo
T T T

B Lower Passaic River r
Target Concentration
B RM2 to 12 T S

Lead Concentration (mg/kg)
S
o
|

Legend
T Maximum
75% quartile

Median

25% quartile
~|— Minimum

(o) .
P Outliers

-~ ~~Mean * 2 standard
-~ ~ ~errors

2 Outliers (4.4 mgl/kg, 5.6 mg/kg)

10 = = 3 o T Ee] I Jd90
g 2 Q g 3 2 52
14 @ = o [§) oM co

2 x £ © £
o ) = ° = :
QS k=l @ = g2 >3
1] - > = S+ 0n 0

= [t D5
@ 3 o z 2 S @
o e 2 g
g g 5
o ) (%]
=) ]

Mass Balance for Lead

Notes

*: Second River Results
are used to represent
the SWOs. (see
Chapter 18 for
explanation)

. Upper Passaic River
. Saddle River

|:| Second River/SWO

. Third River

. CSO

Newark Bay

Northern End
Resuspension (Lower
Passaic River)

Source Concentration and Mass Balance for
Lead

Lower Passaic River Restoration Project

Figure 19-18

September 2008




Source Concentration of Iron
| | | |

100,000

Lower Pasaic River
Target Concentration

RM2 toiZ T o

10,000

Iron Concentration (mg/kg)

©Oo

Legend
T Maximum
75% quartile

Median

25% quartile
~|— Minimum

(o) .
P Outliers

-~ ~~Mean * 2 standard
-~ ~ "errors

1,000

Upper Passaic River

Saddle River

Third River
CSO
Newark Bay
Northern End

Second River/SWO*
1995 0-6 inch
Surface Sediment

Mass Balance for Iron

Notes

*: Second River Results
are used to represent
the SWOs. (see
Chapter 18 for
explanation)

. Upper Passaic River

. Saddle River

|:| Second River/SWO

. Third River

. CSO

Newark Bay

Northern End
Resuspension (Lower
Passaic River)

Source Concentration and Mass Balance for
Iron

Lower Passaic River Restoration Project

Figure 19-19

September 2008




Source Concentration of Total Organic Carbon
| | | | | |

Legend
T Maximum
75% quartile

Median

1,000,000 — T
1 o L
| . = |

100,000 5 -

5 = oot ————t

< ] K ;

> 4

é b + % Lower Passaic River o

c il Target Concentration

.8 RM2 to 12

i

O 10,000 E

L ] F

= ]

S ]

9 .

O 4

< 4

=

o

}—

1,000 . =

100
= = * — [} ko] =
g 2 e g @ g5 S
74 4 = x © o- S E
Q Q< % ° <5 ©B
] S 9] = S e o8
» o > = S+t 0
8 3 & " 23 338
o S z 2 ®
o c '%
2 3 @
o [}
) n

Mass Balance for Total Organic Carbon

25% quartile
~|— Minimum

(o) .
P Outliers

-~ ~~Mean * 2 standard
-~ ~ ~errors

Notes

*: Second River Results
are used to represent
the SWOs. (see
Chapter 18 for
explanation)

. Upper Passaic River

. Saddle River

|:| Second River/SWO

. Third River

. CSO

Newark Bay

Northern End
Resuspension (Lower
Passaic River)

Source Concentration and Mass Balance for
Total Organic Carbon

Lower Passaic River Restoration Project

Figure 19-20

September 2008




Legend

. Upper Passaic River
.Saddle River

|:|Second River/SWO

.Third River
. Cso

. Newark Bay
Northern End

. Resuspension (Lower
Passaic River)

Dieldrin Contribution to the Lower Passaic River for Non Iron-
Normalized Scenario

Lower Passaic River Restoration Project

Figure 19-21

September 2008




Passaic River

Hackensack
Arthur Kill CSO/WWTP
/ Atmosphere
Solids Mass Balance for Newark Bay Figure 21-1

September 2008

Lower Passaic River Restoration Project




Arthun Kill

Kill V&

CSO/WWTP/

Hackensack

Passaic River

2,3,7,8-TCDD Mass Balance for Newark Bay

Lower Passaic River Restoration Project

Figure 21-2

September 2008




rthur Kill aic River
ckensack
River
Mercury Mass Balance for Newark Bay Figure 21-3
September 2008
Lower Passaic River Restoration Project




<o ¢ 1995
o
— © 1999
> LGP ¢ &
k=3 o o o 0 o © o 2000
c A CARP 1995
= A’
[ 0.1 - o ¢ o o9 <>$> o © 9 A CARP 1999
é R o o o
c
o) A 4
LQ) ¢ K § o °Q® S
8 <><.> . © ¢ A & ¢
= 0.01 - A o
o @
M~
™
AN
0.001 T T T
0 2 4 6 8
River Mile
Figure 22-1a

2,3,7,8-TCDD Concentration in Blue Crab Tissue vs. River Mile

Lower Passaic River Restoration Project

September 2008




300 © 1995
A
— © 1999
= 250 A A
ap ¢ 2000
g A CARP 1999
= A
© 200 7 A ® A CARP 1995
=
)
e
o 150 +
2 &
- 2a o @
S 100 + & Q’O 4
2 OB g 2 Og o o
O ¢ o 9
o
o 8o © 8 o o
O | | | | | |
0 1 2 3 4 5 6
River Mile
Figure 22-1b
Mercury Concentration in Blue Crab Tissue vs. River Mile
September 2008

Lower Passaic River Restoration Project




OO

© 1995
© 1999
¢ 2000
A CARP 1994-1995
A CARP 1998-2005

50

o

£

[

2 0.1 -

© 4 g}ﬁ @ o

= &

S A % & <>A 8 S

S Ve § % ¢

o O

g &

O

o 0.01 -

N

~ A

0.001 | I I I I |} |}
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

River Mile

2,3,7,8-TCDD Concentration in Mummichog Tissue vs. River Mile

Lower Passaic River Restoration Project

Figure 22-1c

September 2008




160

© 1995
<o
1999
140 A ¢
ED ¢ 2000
éo 120 - A CARP 1995-
= 2000
0
£ 100 -
c
)
c A
S 80 -
-
>S5
S 60 A A <o
[
> ® o o
o090 o
40 - 0 2 % ¢ Pes & ¢
o & A S g o o 8
20 - A 8 o &
O | | | | | | |
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
River Mile
Figure 22-1d
Mercury Concentration in Mummichog Tissue vs. River Mile
September 2008

Lower Passaic River Restoration Project




© 1999
¢ 2000
A CARP 1998-2005

. A
2 YR 3
5 a4 3
o ® App ®
= A A L 4
© ®
o ®
S 0.1 -
o o $ 4
=) ®
O ¢ .
o A A ®
L?,: ®
N
0.01 | | I I I I}
0 2 3 4 5 6 7
River Mile

2,3,7,8-TCDD Concentration in White Perch Tissue vs. River Mile

Lower Passaic River Restoration Project

Figure 22-2e

September 2008




1000 51999
A
900 - ¢ 2000
28 800 - A ACARP
%o 1998-2000
_g 700 1
©
+ 600
c
é A
500 A
8 A
>
S 400 - s
o a 8
v A
= 300 - A 4
A
_ A A
200 Ao A A g
Ao
100 - A
O | | |
0 2 3 4 8
River Mile
Figure 22-1f
Mercury Concentration in White Perch Tissue vs. River Mile
September 2008

Lower Passaic River Restoration Project




1.00

®2,3,7,8-TCDD 1995
92,3,7,8-TCDD 1999
A2,3,7,8-TCDD 2000

B Mercury 1995
@ Mercury 1999
@ 0.29 A Mercury 2000
B 0.25
o A 0.20
©
o'
|5 ¢ 013
£ o010 € 0.10 A 0.109
S ]
(V2]
) ¢ 0.071
2 A 0.07 m 0.06
i= A 0.06
M 0.043
A 0.032
M 0.026
¢ 0.023
0.013 A
0.01 , € 0.010 :
Blue Crab Mummichog White Perch
Species
Lower Passaic River Average Tissue-Sediment Ratio values for 3 Species Figure 22-2
555-;?_«’{?%’-’ i for 2,3,7,8-TCDD and Mercury for the years 1995, 1999 and 2000
< September 2008
- 5 Lower Passaic River Restoration Project




100
m2,3,7,8-TCDD 1995
#2,3,7,8-TCDD 1999
A2,3,7,8-TCDD 2000
® 31
B Mercury 1995
|24 B2
. 19 A © Mercury 1999
L
3 o 1 A Mercury 2000
5 0 W 89
(&)
7 6.6 A
C
.g 43 B 45 A
S A32 ¢ 36
£
3 ® 24
<
€
()
& 1
=
(]
v
g ¢ 055
@ 0.38 A
A 0.21
€ 0.138
0.1 . ;
Blue Crab Mummichog White Perch
Species
Lower Passaic River Average Biota-Sediment Accumulation Factor (BSAF) Figure 22-3
ofEngiearst % values for 3 Species for 2,3,7,8-TCDD and Mercury for the years 1995, 1999
and 2000 September 2008

Lower Passaic River Restoration Project




	FINAL 05_15_08.pdf
	combined.pdf
	chapter 19 figures [Compatibility Mode].pdf
	Fate and transport [Compatibility Mode].pdf

	MassBalance_ppt [Compatibility Mode].pdf




